Between  and  June, , a seminar was held under the auspices of Professor Gabriele Usberti, director of the summer school programme 'Mind and Language' at the University of Siena. The title of the seminar was 'The Tree and the Net: reading the Tractatus two-dimensionally'. The seminar was given by Dr Luciano Bazzocchi and me. The audience, consisting of some Tractatus specialists, graduate students from various Italian universities, and a few foreign visitors, were privileged to hear Dr Bazzocchi describe, over the period of three days, how the Tractatus Logico-Philosophicus was composed, precisely what the numbering system of the book signifies, and hence, how the book was meant to be read. His account of the complex structure of the book was tested by applying it to specific case studies: the ontology of the book, the picture theory of meaning, solipsism, showing and saying, and the notorious propositions ., ., and  that have so preoccupied the self-styled 'New Wittgensteinians'. I came away, as I believe did the audience, completely convinced that Dr Bazzocchi had had a most important insight into the structure of the Tractatus and into how Wittgenstein intended it to be read. He made it clear just how much thought and labour went into putting the book together C The Author .
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1 The purpose of this article is to introduce Dr Bazzocchi's remarkable discoveries to a wider audience.
I. THE TRACTATUS NUMBERING SYSTEM: MISUNDERSTANDINGS
The Tractatus contains  numbered remarks. The book is printed in numerical order, starting with , ., ., ., ., ., ., ., ., ., ., ., and so on throughout the book until the final four remarks ., ., ., . In the Tractatus, Wittgenstein inserted an asterisked note to , which runs as follows:
The decimal numbers assigned to the individual propositions indicate the logical importance [Gewicht, weight] of the propositions-the stress laid on them in my exposition [Darstellung, presentation] . The propositions n., n., n., etc. are comments on proposition no. n; the propositions n.m, n.m, etc. are comments on propositions no. n.m; and so on. (TLP, p. )
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This asterisked note was added in pencil to the TS  typescript when it was returned to Wittgenstein by Frege in November/December . The 1 Dr Bazzocchi has recently published a volume The Tractatus According to its Own Form (), which is a tree-wise rearrangement of the remarks of TLP according to their number, each branch of which receives a separate page of same-level remarks. This is not a substitute for the Tractatus, but it is an indispensable supplement to it. It is an essential tool for any course or seminar on the book. Unfortunately, Dr Bazzocchi was forced to use the Ogden translation, as Routledge refused permission to use the superior Pears/McGuinness translation.
2 It is crucial to realize that by 'logical importance' or 'logical weight', i.e., the stress laid on a proposition in Wittgenstein's exposition, Wittgenstein did not mean importance simpliciter. The briefer the decimal numbers in the logical tree, the more weight bearing they are. The decimals signify five different levels of remarks, the outermost being, as it were, the leaves, and sometimes some of the fruits, of the tree. Hence, Wittgenstein's Grundgedanke (his fundamental thought) that 'logical constants' are not representatives', numbered ., is one of his most important insights. But it is not a weight-bearing element in the tree.
